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Statement Of Facts 


Digests of Recent Opinions ,7'hforcn' Of fects, 





LANDLORD AND TENANT 
While a landlord is liable to 
strangers for the consequence 
of a nuisance existing at the 
time of letting or for the con- 
sequences of a nuisance which 
necessarily ensues from the 
agreed use of the demised 
premises and is not avoid- 
able by the tenant’s use of 
ordinary care, he is not liable 
for a nuisance created by or 
resulting from the negligent 
or improper usage of the 
demised premises’ by the 
tenant. 

—The reservation of a _ right 
of reentry in the event the 
tenant creates or maintains 
a nuisance does not create a 
duty on the landlord to re- 
enter to abate a nuisance. 

—Held, leasing of premises 
use aS dump area does not 
make landlord liable for 
damage caused by fire spread- 


for 



























ing from the area. 
ested from an opinion by 
J. A. BD. rend Sept 
21, 1955. Appellate Div Park Vv. 
lommetti and machonsnch Brick 
Co. For its—William R 
Morrison is Lloyd & 
C s, attys., Gerald E. Mon- 
1 of ] I ynd- 
- Wa al € W ii=- 
Ry denta attys.). 
intiff’s complaint against 
dant Hackensack Brick C 
on motion r summary 
ment. dismissed 
a cause Of acti 
ppeals. 
spondent. Hackensa 
had leased land: 
fendant Iommetti for use 
garbage dump. On Feb. 2 
tiff’s building dn S 
premise: jinin h 
were destroyed by a fire 
spread from the ) 
Pl ened sought da 
ngly. Responde 
g “was the resul 
tributable to it 
negligence 
-defendant. 
yondent moved for sum- 
m judgment. The trial court 
held “the use for the 





qaoes not 


result 


were leased 

ly create or 

‘eating of a nuisa 
laint does not allege 
kensack Brick C 
lilty of any negligence 
peration of the m 

fore follows that 
¢...is not responsible 
ury to the proper 


ises 


















Plaintiff was granted leave to 
le an amended complaint 
recites that ng cancer 
the property to Iommetti 
= purpose of disposal and 
of garbage, ashes and 
having full knowledge 
Mat time that said usage was 
kely to become a nuisance” 
that respondent 
reserved the right of re- 
Should the tenant by 
=> to supervise the condi- 
f the premises create and 
tain a nuisance. It further 
the tenant operated the 
in a dangerous and negli- 
Manner thereby creating 
maintaining a nuisance and 
_ Tespondent, with ull 

Wledge thereof, failed in its 

y re-enter the premises 
“r to take any action to abate 
T correct “the existing danger- 
and negligent operation of” 





no 





2ee 
al 








further 
















: trial court again granted 
*spondent’s motion for sum- 
Mary judgment. 

Held: Appellant argues that 
under ag ain conditions a land- 
lord may be liable for a nuisance 











and 
were 
know- 


created on leased 
that the premises 
leased as a dump with 
ledge that such usage was likely 
to become a nuisance, the land- 
lord liable for the result not- 
withstanding that no nuisance 
at the commencement 
lease. 

is not the law. The gen- 
eral rule is that a landlord’s 
liability to strangers is confined 


premises 





since 


1S 


existed 
of the 
Such 





to consequences of a nuisance 
existing at the letting, and does 
not extend to that which is 
se capable of being there- 

-r rendered a nuisance by the 
retail But where, under ordi- 
nary circumstances, a nuisance 
necessarily ensues from the 
pl y contemplated manner of 
use Of the demised premises and 
is not avoidable by the tenant’s 
ise of reasonable care, the 


lord is liable for resulting 































injury. When the letting is for 
a lawful purpose which may re- 
Sult in a nuisance only under 
special circumstances, the land- 
ywner is not chargeable with the 
actually committed by 
nlik e the Benton v. Kernan 
case Nhich involved a_ lease 
if a trap rock quarry requiring 
lastir nd stone crushing, 
Lich had previously been done 
an d had constituted a nuisance, 
was no nuisance existing 
here at the time of the lease 
> operation of a dumping 
does not constitute a 
per se. The amended 
ylaint merely alleges the 
e as created by the 
negligent operations, 
at respondent should 
ave anticipated and abated 
the condition. 
_There is no merit in the 
e tl] respondent having 
right of reentry in 
he tenant eated a 
ice, was under a d to 
the nuisance or become 
> therefor. The provision for 
was not for the benefit 
f plaintiff but for the protec- 
tion of the landlord and no 
duty flowed therefrom to re- 
enter and abate the nuisance 
Affirmed 
New Laws 
Governor Meyner has signed 
the following bills: 
S-105 Chapter 209 Sept. 21 


(Previously conditionally 
vetoed) 
Establishes 


new procedures 


for the recording of motor ve- 
hicle chattel mortgages and cer- 
tificates of ownership; amends 
Rev. Stats. 39:10-11. 

S-299 Chapter 213 Sept. 21 
(Previously conditicnally vetoed) 


Makes any person who know- 
ingly procures or accepts a false 
completion certificate in con- 
struction operations a disorderly 
person. 


Nominations Confirmed 
in the 
nomina- 


In Executive Session 
Senate the following 
tions were confirmed. 
THOMAS F. CARLIN, of Jersey 

City, to be a member of the 

Division of Tax Appeals, Dept. 

of the Treasury, to succeed 

Fred W. DeVoe, resigned. 
JACK ALTSHULER, of Paterson, 

to be a member of the Advisory 

Council on Disability Benefits, 

Dept. of Labor and Industry, 
CECIL A. BOWERS, of Palmyra, 

to be Magistrate of the Muni- 


cipal Court of the Township | 


of Cinnaminson, The Town- 
ship of Delran and the Town- 
ship of Maple Shade, in the | 
County of Burlington. 


‘ating with 


Concerning The Hearing 
On Contingent Fees 








There has such mis- 
apprehensio articles in the 
newspapers lowing meetings 
held this er by some of 
the County Bar Associations to 
discuss the proposed amend- 
ments t Canon 13 of the 


fessional Ethics as 
tances leading up 
of the hearing on 


Canons of Pr 
to the 
to the 


circun 





Ca 

















September that the Court 
thinks it able to present a 
statement facts in connec- 
tion therev We do this solely 
in the hope that the bar may 
understand how the situation 
arose so t the hearing on 
September may procuce 
light rather than heat on a 
difficult problem 

t, On. BD 14, 1954 the 
chairman pecial committee 
of the se nden County Bar As- 
sociatio the court “A 
Giemaed Form of Re- 





tainer to be Used in Neglizenct 


Cases” and our yOro- 




















val or disapproval or criticism 

of the sam 
After considerable discussion 

we answered by saying that “We 
cannot approve in its present 
form the f if retainer »ro- 
posed” an added “It is oul 
thought | matter should 
be made 

sion at 

Conference 
2. Meal Jersey 

State Bar presented 

to the Co ar y 4, 1955 

a proposal for the appointment 

by it of a I Arbitration Com- 

mittee. Th of the Fee 

Arbitration ( tee was des- 

cribed by f esident of the 

State Bar A ) fol- 

lows in to 

the cha n of nty 

Ethics and Griev nit- 

tees: 

(Continuec page 5, col. 1) 
Famous John Marshall 
Case Film Available 
For Group Showing 


Washington, D. C. (ACCN) 
The United States John Marshall 
commission h announced that 
prints of ( film dramati- 
of the 








zation of sreat chief 
justice’s most famous cases is 
available for showing to inter- 
ested groups throughout the 
country. 

The film is based on the ‘‘Mar- 


’ case, in which 
blished its right to 
congress invalid. 
ion tells the story 
all, the nation’s 


bury Vv Ma idis 
the court est 
declare acts of 
The dramati 
of how M 







=~ 





fourth chief stice, was faced 
with impeachment and other} 
threats case had been!) 
decided ling to either of 
the only two alternatives 


vailable to the 
Marshall found | 
ernative which con-| 
political opposition | 
of the great legal 
precedents of American history. 
Titled “Decision for Justice,” 
the film was originally produced 
by the E. I. du Pont de Nemours 
and Co. for its television pro- 
gram, “Du Pont Cavalcade thea- 
tre.” It runs 22 minutes and is 
available on 16 mm. film. 
Requests for the film, should 
be addressed to the nearest local | 
or state bar association. Fifty 
prints have been made available 
by the producing company with- 
out charge through the Ameri- 
can Bar Assn. which is cooper- | 
the. Marshall com- | 
mission in observing the 200th 


thought to be a 
court, and 
a third 
founded the 
and set one 


} "tr 
now 





‘anniversary of Marshall’s birth. | 


Disbarment Solely For Use of Fifth Amendment 
Voided 





Disbarring 
practice of law solely on the 
basis of his refusal to answer 
questions before a Senate sub- 
committee as to his membership 
in the Communist Party, based 
on his constitutional protection 
against self-incrimination, viola- 
ted due process of law; this was 
the holding in Sheiner v. State 
of Florida, case no. 26437, Su- 
preme Court of Florida, opinion 


a lawyer 


by Judge Terrell filed July 29, 
1955. 
The opinion reads in part as 


follows: 

This case had its origin in a 
Suggestion seasonably filed in 
the Circuit Court of Dade 
County to which was appended 
a transcript of certain evidence 
taken by a subcommittee of the 
United States Senate at New 
Orleans, March 18, 1954. Appel- 
lant testified before this com- 
mittee but declined to answer 
questions relating to his alleged 
membership in the Communist 








D.C. sae Seanitty 
Committee Handles Many 
"Risk" Cases 


the President 


Last January, 
of the Bar Association of the 
District of Columbia, after con- 
sultation with the Defense De- 


partment and the American Bar 
Association, created a_ special 
committee to provide legal rep- 
resentation to government em- 
ployees and others facing secur- 
ity charges. Named chair- 
man of the group was James M. 
McInerney, former U.S. assistant 
attorney general and former 
member of the Department 
Justice Loyalty Board. 






risk 


as 


of 


1ed 


x FCs 


as establis} 
and, a: 


Charles’ B. 


The committee w 
as a public service 
tiring President 
Murray said in a report last 
week to the D. C. Bar: ‘“‘The pur- 
pose was to furnish capable and 
respectable representation to 
persons who face charges in 
such (security) hearings. Out- 
standing lawyers of our associa- 
tion agreed to give their time 
and services. The service was not 
intended to be and was not a 
free legal service as such. The 
purpose was simply to give 
prestige and dignity to that type 


of representation, and to save 
it from the stigma of public 
contempt, so that individuals 


involved in such matters would 
have available to them the same 
legal services that other people 
have.” 

What have been the results? 

In the first six months, 285 

persons were interviewed. Fif- 
teen hundred hours were spent 
in preparation and in hearings 
by 11 lawyers who were among 
the 35 that volunteered to serve 
if called upon. 

In 22 cases set for hearings 


before various government sec- 
urity boards, 13 clearances were 


| obtained. Three cases were drop- 


ped and rulings favored em- 
ployees in ten others. The re- 
maining nine cases still were 
awaiting decision. 

McInerney commented that 


the work of the committee had 
met with ‘unqualified appro- 
bation” and that the results so 
far indicate the necessity for 
competent legal counsel to be 
provided in security cases to 
prevent injustices. Recently the 
Bar committee’s program was 
the subject of a column-long 
review in the Washington Post 
and Times Herald. 


from the! 


Party and other subversive or- 
ganizations. 

Based on this suggestion, the 
State attorney filed a motion to 
disbar appellant as authorized 
by section 39.24 et seq. F. S., 
otherwise section 454.24, F. S. 
The pertinent part of the mo- 
tion to disbar is predicated on 
“(a) unprofessional acts which 
unfit him for association with 
the fair and honorable members 
of the profession, (b) deceit or 
misconduct in his office of at- 
torney, and (c) violating the 
code of ethics prescribed for 
members of the bar of the State 
of Florida’’, in that he is, or has 


been, a member of the Coim- 
munist Party, that he refuses 
to answer questions regarding 


his membership in groups which 
advocate and teach the forcible 
otherthrow of the constitutional 
government of the United States, 
basing his refusal to answer on 
the protection given him against 
self-incrimination by the first 
and fifth amendments to the 
Federal Constitution and _ sec- 
tions 12 and 13, Declaration of 
Rights, Constitution of Florida. 

To the motion to disbar, issue 
was tendered by a sworn answer 
nd the cause came on for 
hearing before the court, who 
propounded two questions to 
appellant: “Have you been 
a member of the Communist 
Party? Are you now a member 
of the Communist Party?” 

Appellant declined to answer 
yoth questions, claiming protec- 

1 from self-incrimination un- 
der provision and 
Federal Constitu qe order 
of disbarment ered 
Irom wh r N< 


taken 


ever 


\y 





disbarment was 
supported by the following cases 

Martin v. Law Society 3ritish 
Columbia, 3 Dominion Law Re- 
ports 173; Cohen Wright, 22 
Cal. 293; In re 269 Po 
206, 112 A. 478: In re 
Wash. 145, 233 P. 

Taylor, 309 388, 217 S. W. 
2d 954: In re Keenan, 310 Mass. 
166, 37 N. E. 2d 516; Lambdin Vv. 


order of 


mr} 
hoa 
ili 


f 
Ol 


i) olis, 


Smith, 133 
283: In re 


State, 150 Fla. 814, 9 So. 2d 192, 
and Welanko’s Case, decided by 
the Supreme Court of New 
Hampshire, March 11, 1955, 112 
A. 2d 50. 

From these cases, and others, 
it is contended that there is an 


important distinction between 
one’s status as an individual and 
his status as an attorney; that 


bar membership is a privilege; 
that it is not a right, and that 
it is controlled by the courts 
unless regulated by the State or 
Federal Constitution. As to some 
of those who were called and 
refused to testify in said cases 
the inference of guilt was in- 
dulged. The trial court fol- 


lowed that rule in this case for 
which we think he was in error. 
Appellant’s answer to the mo- 
tion to disbar disavowed any 
present connection with the 
Communist Party or its affiliates, 
or that he “ever committed any 
act of any kind that would be 
subversive or treasonable or in 
any way did I do anything that 
any member of this United 
States couldn’t be proud of”. 
Other portions of the answer 
were denied unequivocally, while 
as to others, strict proof was 
required. True, the answer was 
ambiguous in some aspects, as 
was the motion to disbar, but 


it was submitted under oath 
and made an issue on which 
evidence should have’ been 








(Continued on page 3, col. 1 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


In November 1953 defendant 





APPEAL—An order or judgment 
dismissing one of 
claims for relief is not a|one Acker and others whereby 
final judgment appealable | Acker agreed to loan defendant 
under R. R. 2:2-1 without | $250,000 in return for which he 


leave unless the court has) was given an option to purchase 
shares of the unissued | tute 


directed entry of final judg-| 250,000 
ment thereon pursuant to!}common stock of defendant at 
R. R. 4:55-2. $1.75 a share. The agreement 


—An order dismissing a com-|also called for a new board of | 


directors to be elected. Acker 


plaint for failure to join 
and his two nominees, all bene- 


indispensable parties is not a 
jurisdictional disposition and 
hence is not appealable fe elected to the defendant’s 
der R. R. 2:2-3(a). board of directors, thus getting 
Digested from a per curiam| control of the board. 
opinion rendered Sept. 21, 1955.| On January 18, 1954 the loan 
Appellate Div. Thatcher y.|agreement was amended to 
O’Mahony Inc. For appellant—j| Provide for the purchase of the 
Charles B. Thatcher, pro se. 250,000 shares at $1.00 per share 
(John S. Thatcher on the brief). | OF book value per share, which- 
Plaintiff, a minority stock-| ever was lower at the time the 
holder in defendant company, | option is exercised. The board, 
filed his complaint in the Chan-| controlled by Acker, approved 
cery Division seeking access to| the amendment. Thereafter no- 
the corporate books and records /| tice was sent to all stockholders 
and a judgment invalidating the | Of a special meeting to be held 
action of a stockholder’s meet-| March 1, 1955 for approval of 
ing ratifying a_ stock option | the amended loan agreement. 
agreement. The court dismissed|The meeting, which plaintiff 


the latter part of the complaint | attended, ratified the agree- 
for failure to join as necessary | ment. The 250,000 shares were 





parties defendant the bene-| issued in accordance with the 
ficiaries under the agreement. amended agreement. ; 
Plaintiff charges fraud, mis- 


The remainder of the cause was |} 
transferred to the Law Division | management and other breaches 


after the court observed inspec- | Of fiduciary duty by Acker and 
tion was available by an action} his associates. 

in lieu of prerogative writ.| Held: Plaintiff contends the 
Plaintiff appeals from the dis-|mamed directors are not in- 
missal of part of his complaint.| dispensable parties because their 
legal rights would in no way be 
affected by the relief sought. 
This may be true under a nar- 
row reading of the complaint, 
but the appeal must be dismis- 
sed on another ground. 





7 


Under R. R. 4:55-2, where 
latest rate more than one claim for re- 
per sanum lief is presented in an action, 


the court may direct entry of a 
final judgment on less than all 
of the claims “only on an ex- 
press determination that there 
is no just reason for delay and 
upon an express direction for 
ithe entry of judgment. In the 
j absence of such determination 








Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be cme by mail land direction, any order or 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage other form of decision, which 
adjudicates less than all the 


Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, WN. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 . 

Philip Klein, President 


claims shall not terminate the 
action as to any of the claims 
” 

“Final judgment”, as used in 
the rules, means final judgment 
or final disposition of the case 
as to all issues and as to ail 
parties. 
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several | entered into an agreement with | mine 


ficiaries under the agreement, 


| The Chancery Division order | occupancy. On May 11 the pre- 
| here dismissed only part of the! sent suit was instituted. 
;}case. The court did not deter-| Held: Plaintiff's objections to 
that there was no just/the construction as violative of 
reason for delay and did not!/the building code are in most 
|}expressly direct entry of final}! instances unfounded or not ade- 
judgment on this claim. The} quately substantiated. One of 
| order did not, therefore. consti-|the objections is that the con- 
a final judgment from| struction is not permitted in a 
which an appeal may be taken} “fire district’ and that the 
}under R. R. 2:2-1. | structure is in fire district No. 2. 
Nor was the order one de-!In this respect the ordinance is 
| termining a question of juris-| void for vagueness. There is no 
| diction and hence appealable| mete and bound or other pre- 
as of right under R. R. 2:2-3(a),| cise circumscription of the areas 
as contended by appellant. Thej of the districts. An ordinance 
| dismissal was for want of in-| restricting the use of private 
dispensable parties, and not a | property will be strictly con- 
| jurisdictional disposition. strued. Another charge is that 
| No application for leave to| the construction violates a pro- 
appeal having been made under | vision as to side set-back from 
the appeal must} lot lines. But the code does not 
| define lots or lot lines. The term 
j}lot has variable meanings and 
MUNICIPAL LAW An ordi-} should be defined in an ordi- 
nance restricting the use of| nance referring to lots or lot 
private property will be/lines. The Gordons here hold 
strictly construed and must} lands on both sides of the pro- 
define or delineate such terms) perty involved. 
“fire district” and “lot”! However, the judgment is af- 





R. R. 2:2-3(b), 
be dismissed. 





as 
when referred to in_ the! firmed not on these grounds but 
ordinance. on grounds of laches and limi- 


ACTIONS — LIMITATIONS — A| tations. 
cause of action is deemed to} R. R. 4:88-15(a) prohibits the 
accrue when facts exist which! bringing of an action in lieu 
authorize one party to main-|of prerogative writ “unless it 
tain an action against another.| shall be commenced within 30 
—Generally, ignorance of the! days of the accrual of the right 
possession of a cause of action,|} to such review.” 
at least in the absence of} It has been held that each 
fraudulent concealment, will} official step in the course of an 
not bar the operation of a/ illegal program has capacity to 
statute of limitations. {invoke the remedy of certiorari 
ACTIONS IN LIEU OF PRE-| without the necessity of await- 
ROGATIVE WRIT — LIMITA- | ing specific damage or tangible 
TIONS—Action to review le-;| manifestations. There can be no 
gality of issuance of building! doubt that if the building per- 
permit and of certificate of} mit was legally unwarranted, a 
occupancy issued as_ sequel} wrong remediable by certiorari 
thereto, must be brought/took place at once. And gen- 
within 30 days after issuance| erally a cause of action is 
of the permit, under R. R.| deemed to accrue when facts 
4:88-15(a). |exist which authorize one party 
—Even where municipal action) to maintain an action against 
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may be so utterly void as to be| another. If plaintiff's cause of 
subject to collateral attack, a| action accrued on Feb. 8, when 
direct attack must be made|the building permit issued, he 
within the time prescribed by| is obviously barred by the rule 


law. |cited. To meet this, plaintiff 
LACHES—While laches is hesi- | Suggests he neither knew of nor 
tatingly invoked against a/is chargeable with notice of the 
taxpayer vindicating a public|issuance of the permit and 

| secondly, that this action also 


right, it will be invoked where 
he withholds action knowing 
a substantial sum is being 
spent in the meantime. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, J. A. D., rendered Sept. 
21, 1955. Appellate Div. Marini v. 
Wanaque. For appellant—Salva- 
tore D. Viviano. For respondent 
Borough —Louis C. Friedman 
(Donato & Donato, attys.). For 
respondent Gordon—Henry Jo- 
seph (Isenberg & Joseph, attys.). 
Plaintiff instituted this action 
in lieu of prerogative writ and 


seeks review of the issuance of 
the certificate of occupancy 
which did not occur until April 
30. 

Generally, ignorance of the 
possession of a cause of action, 
at least in the absence of 
fraudulent concealment thereof, 
will not bar the operation of a 
statute of limitations. While a 
strict application of the rule 
might in some instances work 
an unwarranted hardship, the 
facts here do not require a 
determination whether the rule 


for injunctive relief charging 
that the respondent building should be followed in all cases, 
inspector illegally issued ajfor it clearly appears plaintiff 


knew of the building permit and 
what was being done under it 
well in excess of 30 days prior to 


building permit to respondent 
Gordon for conversion of a barn 
and garage on Gordon’s pro- 


aii 


the present action. R. R. 4:88-:: 
(a) bars him under any reasor. 
able interpretation. 

The gravamen of the €} 
ance here was the alleged) 
wrongful permission for conver. 
Sion of the building. Its subse. 
quent use in converted forr 
and the issuance of the certi. 
ficate of occupancy was 
clearly foreseeable consequence 
of the permission to do the wor; 
and an integral part of it. T 
permit a new period of limita- 
tions to run in such instance 
with the issuance of the certij- 
ficate of occupancy would, ip 
effect, split the cause of actior 
and evade the limitation polic 
of R. R. 4:88-15(a). 

Plaintiff also urges that th: 
action of the building inspector 
was “utterly void” and that ir 
such case, the limitation pro- 
vision does not apply. Hi 
action was not void. It was not 
beyond his official jurisdiction 
but, if anything, was an irrezu- 
lar exercise of his functions 
And, even if regarded as 
void as to be subject to l 
lateral attack at any time, ¢ 
direct review thereof must be 
within the time prescribed 5; 
law. There are no constitutiona 
rights involved. 

Additionally, plaintiff is bar- 
red by laches. While laches is 
invoked with hesitation agains: 
a taxpayer vindicating a publi 
right, it is plainly indicated 
here. Plaintiff withheld action 
knowing that a substantial sum 
was being spent on the property 

Affirmed. 


Announcement 


Cyril S. Wofsy has moved 
offices for the general practice 
of law to 1455 Main Avenu 
Clifton. 
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perty adjcining that of plaintiff 
into a two family dwelling, and 
that after completion of the 
conversion he wrongfully issued 
a certificate of occupancy. The 
assertion is that the building 
ordinance was violated in sev- 
eral respects. Over $7,500 was 
expended by the Gordon’s in the 
conversion. Defendants denied 
the violations and _ pleaded 
laches and the 30 day limitation 
affixed by R. R. 4:88-15. At the} 
conclusion of plaintiff’s case the | 
trial judge granted judgment | 
dismissing the action for in-|| 
sufficiency of proofs, laches and | 
limitations. Plaintiff appealed. | 

The building permit was is- | 
sued Feb. 8, 1954. Actual con- | 
struction began the latter part | 
of February or the beginning of | 
March. Plaintiff observed that 
construction work was going on 
| but says he did not know what 
was being done and that though 
he saw the _ building permit | 
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} about the beginning of March, 
|he did not read it until the 
latter part of March. On April 
30, 1954 the building inspector 
| issued a temporary certificate of 
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No Simple Solution To Congested Calendars 


From Chicago there comes again a suggestion that congested 
court calendars in metropolitan areas are the result of a single 
basic couse, namely, the automobile and traffic conditions in 
urban centers. It is said that while crowded calendars caused 
by other types of civil litigation “such as foreclosures, domestic 
affairs (sic) and debtor and creditor relations” are relieved 
when the underlying causes of the litigation disappear or 
alleviated, the automobile and its coilisions are here to stay. The 
view is then advanced that since each judge disposes of only 
70 jury cases a year, and thot since settlements are often pre- 
judicial and unjust, there is no solution in the usual reforms to 
dispose cf the present and future backlog. The argument is made 
that the present theory of tort liability is improperly based on a 
transfer of the concept of criminal guilt, and that this is ‘“‘com- 
pletely at variance with a theory of compensation for loss incident 
to automobile traffic results.” The reverse, of course, is also true, 
but passing this the solution offered is the establishment of an 
administrative tribunal to handle negligence causes and to fix 
the legal expense as an item to be added to the damages recovered. 
All of this is the proposal of Mr. Bernard M. Epstein of the 
Chicago 'bar, originally published in the Chicago Bar Record last 
December and reprinted in ‘Case and Comment” in the July- 
August issue. 

It is time that proposals of this general cast be given enough 
attention to make it clear that they solve nothing, but merely 
hide the dirt under a different rug. The bench and bar and all 
cthers concerned with the administration of justice cannot meet 
their obligation to make judicial systems work in spite of ‘con- 
gested calendars” by simply passing the work-load on to a new 
tribuna! 

The type of proposal advanced by Mr. Epstein suffers from 
a number of inherent defects, both as to original assumptions 
and reasoning. 

The most serious error of this kind of proposal is that it 





are 


displays a reaction pattern diametrically opposed to the one 
which has always been successful whenever the same problem 
ef congestion has existed in other walks of life. In fields of 


endeavor other than legal, a large demand is usually regarded as 
aesirable and beneficial for a great number of reasons, not the 
least of which is the opportunity afforded by volume operations 
to increase efficiency and reduce cost through steadiness of per- 
formance, standardization of procedures and routines and other 
related methods. In the legal world, however, opportunities are 
Seen as insoluble problems which can only be disposed of by 
setting up another administrative agency. This has happened 
often enough to make it somewhat remarkable that it has never 
occurred to anyone that the problem is best disposed of by solving 
it—by putting some time and effort into the design of methods 
to take advantage of volume within the framework of the judi- 
cial structure. If past experience with the “solution” of admini- 
strative agencies has taught nothing, then the profession lacks 
even the only 20 20 vision there is, which is hindsight. 

It is perfectly plain, or ought to be, that if the courts and 
the profession can do nothing, when confronted with another 
congested calendar, whether caused by the coming of the factory, 
the autcmobile, the airplane or the nuclear reactor, except to 
throw up their hands in common despair and urge the establish- 
ment of a new administrative agency, then the day will not be far 
distan: when all our courts will doze serenely with open calendars, 
disposing only of problems in emblements, the assignment of the 
moieties of co-parceners and the enforcement of the artisan’s 
liens of blacksmiths and harness makers. 

Crowded court calendars cannot be disposed of by the 
negative and reluctant tactic of turning the work away. There 
will always be some other “cause” for congestion. They can only 
be disposed of by rolling up the sleeves and pitching in to the 
work, by tackling it with relish, forever alert to devise better 
ways to do it. This is the sturdy, healthy approach and the only 
one that can be taken by a profession which is supposed to be 
respecteac for being learned, if not for being old. 

True solutions. of course. do not come easily. That much 
has been brought home in New Jersey, where much has been 
accomplished on this very problem. The recent provisions re- 
quiring demand for a jury and transfer of causes in certain 
cases are instances of intelligent grappling with the problem. On 
the other hand political maneuvering that causes a crippling 
number of unfilled judicial vacancies to continue seriously 
aggravates the problem. 

In any event it is foolhardy to offer simple solutions for 
complicated problems. Much ingenuity, effort and imagination 


are needed, particularly in the process of pinning down and 
defining just what the problem is and why present methods 


fail to dispose of the work load. It is to be expected that the 
solutions will be complicated, and that what will be needed is 
a means for dealing with complexity and volume, rather than 
some magic simplification of the law. 

The profession has in the recent past tended altogether too 
much to sit on its hands, and by its own default in failing to 
meet the needs of clients, it has brought about usurpations of 
function by non-lawyers. If the same thing is not to happen to 
our courts, we must always keep in mind that the very purpose 
of the judicial branch is to dispense justice, not to dispense with it. 
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Editor, 

New Jersey Law Journal: 

The proposed amendment to 
Canon 13 should be rejected, 
first because it is bad in itself, 
and second and more important, 
because it is a symptom and a 
symbol something more 
serlous. 

The proposed Canon is bad in 
itself because it suggests that 
gouging of their clients by law- 
become an_ ethical 

widespread as to 
irastic reform. If such 

in fact exists a pro- 

of rules of 
be equally ef- 
without an implied af- 
Enforcement to be fair 
be selective; not even in 
police circles is it considered 
permissible to fire into a crowd 

the hope of hitting a criminal. 
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The present Canon, plus if 
deemed necessary a requirement 
that certain contingent fee con- 
tracts be filed with the Clerk, 
should furnish adequate ma- 
chinery for detecting and pun- 
ishing the guilty few. But the 
choice of the Canon, rather 
than for instance Rule 1:18, as 
the vehicle for change involves 
practical hardships as well as 
invidious connotations; incor- 
porated in the rules, a maxi- 
mum limit on contingent fees 
could only be construed as pros- 


operation; 
part of the 
wish to 
charge ical practice in 
order to that the Court 
has passed a law impairing the 
obligation of his existing fee 


pre- 
Canon 
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pective in its 
sented 
no lawyer 


of 
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The 


will be 


can- 


change 


attorneys 


proposed 
unenforceable; 
not be forced to enter into con- 
tingent-fee arrangements, and 
if they should habitually con- 
tract for a quantum meruit fee 
plus disbursements, the simple 
1 usual negli- 
gence client to pay in case of 
defeat will work the same re- 
sult as a contingent-fee ar- 
rangement completely outside 
the scope of the _ proposed 
amendment. 

Some interesting situations 
may arise: One wonders whether 
our Supreme Court will attempt 
to apply the new Canon to 
contingent-fee contracts for 
services in the federal courts, or 
before federal administrative 
agencies; If so, what is left of 
the doctrine of the Separation 
the 


inability of the 
c 


of Powers? If not, will 

Canon survive if it can be 
flouted under special circum- 
stances? Suppose that an at- 


torney is suspended or disbarred 
by our Supreme Court for collect- 
ing a fee in violation of the new 
a fee in violation of the new 
Canon; is the Federal District 
Court bound to follow suit? And 
if it refuses, would it not be 
anomalous to have a lawyer 
practicing in good standing in 
the Federal Courts while dis- 
graced and disqualified in the 
state courts? 

But surely Canon 13 in and of 
itself could never have aroused 
the entire Bar of this State— 
and never before within memory 
has it been so bitterly aroused— 
if the proposed amendment had 
not been the culmination of a 
long series of petty grievances. 

The Bar has accepted with 
no more reluctance than that 
dictated by inertia. the recent 
revolutionary changes in pro- 
cedure; no one in his right mind 
would voluntarily go back to the 
follies of old. But it needs to be 
repeated and remembered that 
the new rules have brought 
greatly increased outlays for 
depositions and interrogatories, 
and vast new demands on the 
time, energies and attention of 
the lawyer; needless to say this 
all means expense, of which the 
client pays only a part, while 
the balance is absorbed by his 
attorney. 


The Bar chafes under rigid 
time limitations which may be 
reasonable in a single case, or 
in most cases, but which take 
insufficient account of the 
realities of everyday practice, 


including the facts that lawyers 
handle not isolated cases but 
groups of cases, that work can- 
not be scheduled in a vacuum 
but only with reference to 
clients, opponents, witnesses 
and judges, and that with the 
best possible management dead- 
lines will still coincide; it is 
r 
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difficult for a harried lawyer to 
understand why, if 
and counsel 
tend time, 
object. 
That the new practice has 
thrown an additional work load 
on the Courts will require no 
argument. Rule 4:3-4 providing 
for the transfer of cases to the 
District Courts was a direct re- 
sult. But only a few lawyers 
concerned with the problem can 
understand why, instead of in- 
creasing the number of judges. 
it was necessary to choose a 
partial solution which works an 


the parties 
to ex- 


should 


ae 
are content 
the court 





injustice on the plaintiff and 
his attorney, and benefits in the 
last analysis only the insurance 
carriers. 

Again, the recent case of Toft 


v. Ketchum was very generally 
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the concurring and dissenting 
opinions indicate, the facts of 
the case did not demand the 


sweeping conclusion enunciated 
by the majority opinion. This is 
another of the incidents, each 
trivial in itself, which become 
important for what they seem to 
typify of the Court’s apparent 
antipathy towards the attor- 
neys who comprise its Bar. 

In short, there is a widespread 
and deep-rooted belief among 
the lawyers of this State that 
our Supreme Court is neither 
aware of nor concerned with 
their problems. If the belief is a 
mistaken one, so much _ the 
greater reason for correcting it. 

The initiative, like the author- 
ity, lies with the Court. The 
relationship between Bench and 
Bar is necessarily an authori- 
tarian one, but there is no rea- 
son why it should not be marked, 
now as in former years, by mu- 
tual respect and esteem. We be- 
lieve that the Bar will welcome 
a continuing demonstration, if 
not of camaraderie, at least of 
that paternalistic solicitude 
which may distinguish a bene- 
volent despotism from an in- 
tolerable one. 

In the alternative, the Bar 
will continue to suffer if only 
for the short term; the ad- 
ministration of justice must be 
the greater loser in the long run. 

Richard F. Green 
Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 

In your excellent editorial on 

Canon 13 in the September 22 


“Law Journal’ you point out 
that no representative at the 
Judicial Conference hasS been 


criticized for being asleep at the 


switch in this matter. Properly 
so. It is my impression that the 
entire Bar of this state, with 


very few exceptions, has existed 
in fear of real or imagined re- 
percussions from the Bench that 
might result from criticism of 
the legal revolution that has 
overtaken us. Certainly, such a 
fear is not justified. 

It is extremely regrettable 
that only on a threat to the 
pocketbooks of the Bar, has 
there been such a unanimous 
response in objection. 

The Bar has seen, without 
taking action to stop it, the 
creation of artificial distinctions 
between the higher and lower 
courts, based on money matters 
alone. There has been no action 
taken to make available to the 
| huge public in the economic 


lower middle class, the justi-. 
that should be available to it jr 
matters involving $250.00 or le; 
at a nominal cost. This c 

be done by raising the limits > 
the small claims jurisdictioy 
and would recognize that +h 
present limit does not accow 





decades. 
were run op 
as our. co 


the 
If our 
the same basis 
charges would be made 
registration, and would be 
tinguished on the basis of cla 
and curricula. Tuition 
would be imposed to make 
schools self-sustaining. Yet 
Bar stands by while justic« 
charged for by the State! Ey 
lawyer has some pet ambit 
to promote the utility of the 
for the general public. Perhap 
some of these could be submit- 
ted to the profession through 
the columns of your publication 
Sincerely yours. 
Theodor H. Unterma: 


over 


past 
schools 






Editor, New Jersey Law Jour 
Your publication never se1 
the better than by 3 
editorial expose of the prop 
Canon 13 and the circumstan 
of its introduction and consider 
ation at the Judicial Conferenc: 
I am impelled thereby to m 
the following observations: 


ar 
al 


First, as to the reasons wh 
the Supreme Court made tt 





proposal to enlarge a 
which the Court 
already possesses. It is 
that one of the County 
Associations ‘reputedly C 
den) requested the Court 
approve a schedule fees 

are given for 
unusual re Therefor 
is fair to’ assume that n 
exist. The.proof of this is 
dent from the study of this 
problem récently made for 
New York Supreme Court 
came up with the finding tha 
“There is not sufficient evide: 
of the need” for the prop 
restrictions on the Bar. Secor 
and what is more shocking 
the sphinx-like silence of 
leaders and spokesmen of th 
Bar when this proposal came up 
for consideration at the Judi 
Conference. It is incredible and 
incomprehensible that a ques- 
tion of such vital concern tc 
lawyers didn’t even get a “ris¢ 
from the so-called leaders 
the Bar although thrice promp- 
ted to do so by Justice Burling 
If proof was necessary, this in- 
cident is evidence of the im- 
potence of the organized E 
One is pursuaded to ask at 
purpose do the Bar representa- 
tives serve at the Judicial Con- 
ference. Are they merely to 
rubber-stamp proposals because 
the suggestions come from the 
Court? In this connection I hope 
it is not too presumptuous [0 
suggest that the Court is no 
omnipotent. it is the common 
experience of the average | 
titioner at the Bar that 
gants in the lower  incc 
rackets are often denied justice 
due to their inability to pay ‘or 
the increased cost of litigati 
since 1948 

It should be perfectly obv! 
to any practicing lawyer 
the proposed Canon 13 ¥ 
not only a severe new restriction 
on the lawyer in his perf 
as an officer of the Court 
what is more important. 
step in the denial of ji 
those litigants who ca 
afford the cost of redress 
justice in our Courts. 

The result is inevitable 
the public will. in increa 
measure, turn for help a 
lief, not to the lawyer. 
individuals and agencies 
are not under the contro! 
supervision of the Court 
know the public is already do 
this on a vast scale in m 


subdstantl 


of 
reasons 


lect 
uest 
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Supreme Court Statement 



































“So much publicity has been 
given to punishme of un- 
ethical attorneys t there 

ve been many unwarranted 

iplaints. At least $0 of 
complaints - 
nevS are not 

5 of them arise 
lerstandings th 

fees, mainly 1S¢ 
nts do not und th 
s for lawye S 

A suggestion has been made 
hat the State Bar appoint a 

nmittee of 12 as a Fee Arbi- 
tration Committee to perform 

three groups of 4 each 
the northern | f 

te, one in 
a one in ither? 

The plan is e the secre- 
‘ies of the s Commi t- 
s screen the complaints and 
en a client comes to 

a lai O¢ € ne 

E s Com wl 
ves purely t 
suggest to mplainant 
t instead of making ym - 
iint he submit it to arbitra- 





by the Fee ration 
mm of the State Bar 
Association. We 
ld bring better public r 
for lawy 
service to clients. and 
sure that all lawyers would 


fer to go before 














tion 





have a 
inst them in I 
t. This plan has been ap- 
ved by the Suprem«: rt 

by the State Baz 
tion.” 


approval of the Supreme 








Court given on January 7, 1955 
2 letter from Chief Justice 
lerbilt to President Free- 

of the State Bar Associa- 
was couched these 
At our Court conference 


terday 
of January 4 

to a fee arbitration m- 
ttee. The Court saw n b- 
tion to the purpose of such 
‘ommittee provided it was 
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and Trust Company 


... offering 
a complete title insurance 
service throughout the 
States of New York, 
Now Jersey, Connecticut, 
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Heckensack 
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Tel. HUbbard 7-4300 
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a 





made clear in each instance 
to the complainant that he 
was not obliged to submit to 


arbitration but could bring suit 
if he was so disposed. The 
Court also thought that it 
hould be made very clear that 


7 lex ] 
of legal 





wnere any question 





ethics s involved, and this, 
of course, includes overreach- 
ing on a fee, that the matter 
should not go to the fee arbi- 


ommittee but that the 
regular proce of the ethics 
and grievance committee should 
be pursued.” 

From the request of the State 
ar Association for the appoint- 
t of a Fee Art j 


nPrall«y 
Lula \ 


tration c 


sses 





oO 
- 
2) 
Q 
3 
i] 
1 





we nat drew 
ence that there was a real 
such a committee or 
the State Bar Association would 
not have appointed it and asked 
yur approval of it 
Parenthetically it should be 
said tt > of the Ethics and 
Grieva Committees dispute 


neea tor 














the percentages given by the 
president of the State Bar As- 
sociation in the opening para- 
graph of his letter to them but 

it is beside the point here 





nder discussion 
3. On May 19 
blished in the 
Journal a full 
he agenda of the 


ference to be held 


1955 there wa 
New Jersey 
statement of 
Judicial Con- 
on June 3rd 














he op 


Th y in naraorant £ ie 
The opening paragraph of this 
statement contained the follow- 

Those suggestions which I 





1 of the Court, are 









general interest and most 1 
to be controversial are being 
pl d upon the agenda of the 
J ial Conference for dis- 


The Court is reserving 
of the merit of 
suggestions until it can 
of the Judicial 


thereon.” 


-ussion 
consideration 
these 


the vic 
tne vl 





secure 
Conference 
The 


estions 


fourth and 
on the 
Consideration at 
Conference” are 
er consideration 
on the agenda in 
vir form: 
R. 1:25. Canons of Ethics 
Proposal: That Canon 12 of 
Professional Ethics pertaining 


They 
the 






to the fixing of the amount of 
fees be amended so as to re- 
quire approval by the court of 
ttorneys’ fees and expenses in 


all cases involving infants or 


incompetents and requiring the 





gross proceeds recovered on 
any judgment on behalf of an 
infant or incompetent to be 
paid over to the_ general 
guardian, or when authorized 
by law to the person standing 
in loco parentis, who shall 
make payment of the approved 
expenses and proceeds and 
shall account therefor. 


Reason: The interests of in- 
fants or incompetents involved 
in litigation should be specially 
protected by the courts. 

Proposal: That Canon 13 of 
the Canons of Professional 
Ethics relating to contingent 
fees be amended so as to place 
a maximum limit on the size 








Depositions Before Trial 


DON'T BE IN THE DARK — GET ALL THE FACTS 


MORRIS WAXMAN and Associates 
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Announcements 


| George G. Tennant, Jr., has 
moved his law office to No. Two 
|Park Place, Englewood. He will 
continue to maintain an office 
at No. One East 44th Street, 
New York 


ct 





A. McCurdy has moved 





John 


| 





| 
| 


his law offices to 227 Harding | 
Road, Scotch Plains, N. J. 


of the Bar 


from 


Voice 


Continue page ¢! 





areas invol 2 legal 
which were formerly the 
clusive province of the lawyer. 
Witness, the collection agencies, 













credit and arbitration bureaus, 
banks, tit mpanies, automo- 
bile club rokers, adjusters, 
et ete. Cc spondingly, the 


C ! 
lawyer is rapidly 
t the tra- 

in the 


ana Stanaing as 


esentative 


Sincerely yours, 


Sidney Finkel 








fee which can 


matters | 
ex- | 


losing in pres- | 


of a conting 1 
be char collected by an 
attorney without prior express 
approval of the court. 

Reason: During the past year 
the Supre Court was re- 
quested by ne of the County |} 


Bar Associations to approve a 
schedule of fees. This the 
Court declined to do but in- 
Stead advis tl Bar Associa- 
tion that ubject of con- 
tingent fe vould be placed 
on the ¢ nd for discussion 


at the Judicial Conference. Re- 


cent devel nts in New York 


and in tates have indi- 
cated the esirability of con- 
sidering control the 
courts exercise over 


contingent fee contracts.” 

4. There 136 practicing 
lawyers in the Judicial Confer- 
ence representing every one of 
the 21 counties, yet when these 
two proposals came up for dis- 
‘ussion Judicial Confer- 
ence on June 3rd, there was no 
response nyone, notwith- 
standing the fact that the pre- 
siding officer in an effort to} 
solicit comment inquired if no 
one desire speak on this 
subject and when no 
response was received to his 
inquiry sought further to pro- 
mote discussion by briefly dis- 





cussing the 

ing again whether any one de- 

sired to speak on the question. 
5. When the Court came to 








consideri the matters discus- 
sed at the Judicial Conference 
in the course of promulgating 
new rules or amendments in 
the exercise of its rule making 


unanimously of 
spite of the 

at the Judicial 
should not take 
of such far- 
importance without 
another oppor- 
tunity to be heard. We accord- 
ingly notice in the New 
Jersey Law Journal of June 30, 
1955 of a hearing and set the 
mm a day nearly 

a month after the opening of 
the new term so as to give the 


power, we were 
the opinion 
silence of the bar 
Conference, we 
action ona 
reaching 
giving the bar 


fropiem 


oave 
gave 











bar every opportunity to pre- 
|pare itself after the close of 
the summer vacation. In so 


doing we acted on our own mo- 
|tion and unanimously. 

| In the ex of the rule- 
making pov it has been our 


erclse 










constant to act fairly and 
advisedly and believe that 
the foregoing review of the facts 


to the pending hear- 
we have 
same 


leading up 
ing demonstrates 
| proceeded here in the 
| manner. 


+} 
hat 


Llal 





|| SUPREME COURT OF NEW 


JERSEY 

Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 

Harry Heher, J. 

A. Dayton Oiiphant, J. 
| William A. Wachenfeld, J. 
Albert E. Burling, J. 
Nathan L. Jacobs, J. 

William J. Brennan, Jr., J. 


Cc. J. 


roposal and inquir- | 
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1955 
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JULIUS WILDSTEIN October 11, 1955 
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V.A. Offering To Sell 450 Mortgage Loans ': 





Mr. Joseph F. O’Hern, Mana- | 


ger, announced today that the 
Veterans Administration 
gional Office, 20 Washington 
Place, Newark 2, New Jersey, is 
offering for sale 450 current 
mortgage loan accounts, secured 
by first liens on_ residential 
properties located within the 
State of New Jersey. 

These mortgages, which re- 
quire amortization in regular 
monthly installments, current- 
ly bear a dollar value in the ap- 
proximate amount of $3,116,000.- 
00 as of August 30, 1955. The 
original sale price of the related 
properties amounted to $3,825,- 
982.00. Down payments totaled 
exactly $448,888.00. The original 
value of the mortgages approxi- 
mated $3,377,000.00 reflecting a 
current principal reduction of 
approximately $261,392.00. 


The underlying security, in 
each instance, represents proper- 
ties taken over by financial in- 
stitutions throughout the State, 
who in turn conveyed the pro- 
perties to the Veterans Adminis- 
tration under the Home Loan 
Guaranty Program of the G. I. 
Bill of Rights. These properties 
are scattered through all coun- 
ties, except Hunterdon, and 
were Subsequently sold by the 





THE 
ESTATE PLANNERS’ 
WORKSHOP 


for 
e Attorneys 
e Accountants 
e Trust Officers 
e Life Underwriters 
SIX LECTURES 
6:30 - 8:30 P.M. 


commencing 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1955 
at the 
744 BROAD STREET CLUB 


OUTLINE OF WORKSHOP 
The Workshop will approach Estate 
Planning by the case history method. 
At will 


be distributed and 


case histories 

developed so that 
the basic and practical 
techniques of Estate Planning will be 
adequately projected the group 
through clinical experiences. 


each meeting 


principles 


to 


A portion of each meeting will be 
devoted to problems presented by 
memb Alsc to be discussed 
2s and rulings 


Planning. 


the ers. 
will be current tax ca 
ffecting Estate 


WORKSHOP MODERATOR 

HAROLD KAMENS, B.S., LL.B. 

REGISTRATION & PAYMENT 
OF FEES 

Applicants may register with Harold 

10 Commerce Ct., Newark 2, 

Phone Mitchell 3-7111) 


given at 744 
13th Newark, 
commencing Tuesday, 

1955. Hours: 6:30 to 


Kamens, 
New Jersey, 


The lectures will be 
ad Street, 
w J 
ber 18 
P.M. 


Floor, 


7 


ro 
e ersey 
ct 


30 


= © Zz 


The $15.00 fee is payable upon regis- 
tration. 





Re- | 


‘bidder whose bid ~¥ 


| Veterans 


Veterans Administration 


sub- | 


| 
} 
| 


ject to a 5 per cent mortgage | 


with maturities varying from 10 


to 20 years from the original) 


mortgage date. In a few isolated 
instances the terms extend to 
25 and 30 years. 

Mr. Hern further stated that 
in support of the offering he 
has already mailed a PROSPEC- 
TUS, to all financial institutions 
and others appearing on his 
mailing list, which describes the 
terms, conditions and facts per- 
taining to the offer. Bids must 
be received by the Veterans 


| 


|and St. Louis Railway company, 


Administration on or before 4:30 | 


m. on November 3, 1955. The 


p. 
material, aforementioned, will 
aiso be mailed to any other in- 


terested party upon request in 
writing. 
The mortgages are offered on 


an individual loan basis, without | 
recourse or warranty on the} 


part of the Government, to the 
highest bidder at a price not 
less than par. Bidders are re- 
quired to enter a bid price ex- 


pressed in terms of a percentage | 


cf the loan balance, for each 


loan upon which it is desired to} 
bid. Awards will be made on 
each individual loan to the 


highest bidder. In case of identi- | haa 


loan, 
to the 


cal bids on any loan or 
the award will be made 
as 
stamped into the Veterans Ad- 
ministration. A certified check 
payable to the order of the 
Administration in an 
amount equal to ten per 
(10%) of the total of the princi- | 
pal balance of the loans bid | 
on must accompany each bid} 
form as a deposit. 
Responsible prospective 
chasers or their accredited rep- 
resentatives may obtain addi-| 
tional information concerning 


pur- | 


first time | 


cent | 


these mortgages and the related | 


properties, by calling in person 
at the Regional Office and in- 
specting the Veterans Adminis- 
tration Property Data Sheets. 
This information cannot be ob- 
tained by telephone. 


Bankruptcies 


VOR ERMAN Abrahar ea | r Ave 





may now by taken in quiet 


course. 


NORTH 


Diamond 2-1677 
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by 
No 
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Coe McKeeby) 
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courts. 
Tax information. 





Newark 2, N. J. 


| the purposes of the statute.” | 









Railroad Liable For 
Refusing To Serve 


78 N. J. L. J. Index Page 334 


— 





State Legislatures Crack Records With Flood 
Of Measures 





Strike-Bound Plant Another record fell before an 


Minneapolis, Minn—An im-|@Valanche of measures 
portant decision establishing the | duced into state legislatures this 
amount of liability of a railroad | Year, according to a cross-coun- 
that refuses to serve a strike-| | try survey by Commerce Clearing 


bound plant was made in federal | House, national reporting au- 
district court on Sept. 14. | thority on tax and business law. 

Judge Gunnar H. — A total of 81,596 measures 
awarded Pacific Gamble Robin-| Were introduced up to mid- 
son Company, a major produce | September in 58 legislative ses- 
wholesale house, a $20,050 dam- | sions in 46 states, Alaska and 
age claim against Minneapolis | Hawaii. 

This exceeded the record high 
of the last comparable legisla- 
tive year of 1953 by 5,630 mea- 
sures. The total for that entire 
year was 75,966. 

The present total will be in- 
creased, undoubtedly. The New 
| Jersey and Pennsylvania legis- 


an apparent ending to six years 
of litigation. The judge also 
ordered the railroad to pay 
$8,500 in attorney’s fees in 
addition to six per cent interest 
dating back to June, 1949. 
“This case is the forerunner 


of a growing body of legal latures are still in session. Those 
principle recognizing that the|of Delaware and Wisconsin are 
Congress-imposed duty of a|scheduled to re-convene; and 


CCH reports from other states 
indicate that special sessions 
are in prospect before the year 
ends. 

30 per cent of all proposals 
considered this year, a total of 
24,336, were enacted into law. 
The proportion adopted fell be- 
low the 25,790 or 34 per cent, 
which became law in 1953. 

Among the states, New York 
led with 7,038 introductions, but 
only 872 were enacted into law. 
California, second in number of 
introductions, 6,744, enacted a 
| total of 1,963 into law. The Min- 


public carrier to provide trans- 
portation service to a shipper 
takes precedence over a strik- 
ing union desiring to cause a 
strike-bound plant to _ sustain 
heavy inventory losses,” said 
Perry R. Moore, attorney for 
plaintiff-shipper. 

The litigation developed dur- 
a strike in March, 1949, by |} 
the truck drivers, helpers and| 
loaders at the Pacific Gamble | 
Robinson Company el 





Jlant. 
Pacific Gamble Robinson Com- 

















pany sued on the grounds the | 1 esota legislature received about 
law requires a carrier to serve|) oie of New York's beens <r i 
any shipper unless it has a rea- | troductions 3.559 ‘tat mut into 
sonable excuse. Judge Nordbye| croct ten more bee, an ie 
|ruled in favor of the plaintiff, Sesion ahhahe es 
contending the claim of the | = i e eer ee 
|railroad that its men feared | «dered ie ee sci but 
physical damage was not suf- et 287 pe 60 Ran nant , into 
ficient reason for failing to pro-|* ° ~’ —~ its 2 ¥ 
vi transportation. LEGAL NOTICES 
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a common carrier must capitu- | "55 fo Sew Seve semeente aiev come 


abjectly when a striking WHE ae AS. It appears to, my satisfaction 
- ¥ I record of the eed - 




















y1 merely makes known to it 
at it desires that the carrier | noua 
refrain from rendering such], 
ervice,” stated Judge Nordbye | 
in his original decision. Is 
“Instead of attempting to 5 
obey the law of the land, the| 
defendant imed to consider 
the wishe demands of the | 
riking union as being para- | 
mount,” continued the decision. | ,, 
“To condone the defendant's | 
failure to perform its statutory |: : 
duty under this evidence would | Sogn eal Sak 
be tantamount to recognition “REOF, 2 
that mob rule had supplanted fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
law and order in this commun-| (sea!) AI), one” thousand nine idred 
ity | EDWARD J. PATTEN 
The case was agi Siena to the | 1.4.—sept 2 Oct 6 $12.80 
Court of Appeals which upheld 5 fi 
mn but ordered a fur-| ESTATE OF GEORGE s dece: 
edinge to pe : s 


Stablish | popey gr s 





pt. 14, Nordbye handed 
down his ruling: 
“The damages must be limited i 
to the ss on the perishables ; . 
and | ry items which de-| _ GEORGIA S 
totaling the sum of | } ee ; 
said ; 1 ? “ + , o 





the interest, | 





should | 
wrong- | | 
its duty, |! Pi 
Who has } vised, notice is hereby gt 
demand the per-| ‘aie oe kee 
the duty imposed } di mands against the estate of said deceas 
The plaintiff is en- | “forever barred from. pro 
est at the — Ey or ala reer 
6 per cent the damages al- | JosrrH 
lowed from June 19, 1949.” lorie rie Wale 
establishing the attor-| ; 
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Kentucky and Virginia 
are the only states that h: 
not held legislative sessions 
either regular or special, during 
1955, the CCH report says. i 








Announcement 


James E. Parker is now asso- 
ciated with Victor R. King ir 
the practice of law with Offices 
at Plainfield Nat’ Bank Build- 
ing, Plainfield. 
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ad LEGAL NOTICES } LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
er ESSEX COUNTY COURT |TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN STATD OF NEW JERSEY Dated: September 19, 1955 Dated: August 24, 1955 
-AW DIVISION IVII | eh AKE NOTI ‘E > undersigned will DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTA’ OF CHARLES P. GULICK, de-| ESTATE OF ANTHONY PEPPE, deceased. 
ro DOCKET NO unty Court, Court CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
; Civil Action J.. on the 19th day of oe. ‘ad whom these presents may come. l'ursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
lave JUDGMENT 2:00 P.M., for a judg- TECTING. | rene FOL EY, JR., Surrogate of the County of] Essex, this day made, on the application of 
tter of t pI t him to assume the name we anit action on ‘o | antneie. oss this day made, on the application | tl undersigned, Administratrix of said de- 
P fat the cata : Ly of “Tires unde rsigned, Executors of said | ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 


ngs r the voluntary dissoluti reof < ; ah - 
ES HANSEN, also knowa ny FS FO ons of pg ge cow deceased, notice is hereby given to the] of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
as { CHARLES J. HANSON N holders. deposited in my office that creditors of said deceased, to exhibit to the | under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
























































































































































































































































Caruso, Atty. COLONI: AL CONCRETE CORPORATION subscribers under oath or affirmation, their | demands against the estate of said deceased, 
| fle Avenue ‘ f this State, whose principal laims and demands against the estate of| within six months from. this date, or they 
5 J . 11 Commerce Street, | said deceased, within six months from this | will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
- J 2, 29, Oct. 6, 13 $5.46 f Newark, County of Essex, | date, or they will be forever barred from | recovering the same against the subscriber. 
1is State of New J (Gerald T. Foley,| prosecuting or “recovering the same against SUSIE PEPPE 
asso- a judg- Dated: September 13, 1955 | being the agent in and in charge thereof, | the subscriber 189 Alexander Street 
ee sr wit: | ESTATE OF WILLIAM he G ae de-| upon whom may be served). ha: FIDEL ITY UNION Dalat COMPANY bet af J. 
ng in 2 the : i som plied nirements of Title 14. JOHN NYE GULICK 5 15, ¢ 29 
\ffice of ADR IAN M.| Curporations, General. of Revised Statnt LUM, FAIRLIE & FOSTER, Attorneys — 
13C€§ 3 24 of New preliminary to the issuing | G05 Broad Street : UF N JERSE Y 
3uild- Et ot srmertation. ¢| Newark 2, NJ. _ DEP RTMENT OF STATE 
, ‘ FORE. 1, the Secretary of | oy cunt “92° 29. Oct. 6, 13, 20 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | 4-7: —SePt. o<, <0, UCE. 0, to, < To all to whom these presents may come, 
Certify that the said ¢ eporation did, on the Greeting: 
Heras Twentieth day of July, 1955, file in . ; Dated: a ptember 14, 1955 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
- my office a duiy exe sted and attested eon- 4 OF MOSES ECKER, deceased. by duly authenticated record of the proce 
my office ai dt executed and attested Pu to the aude of ADRIAN M.J] ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
consent in writing to the dissolution of sald} FOLEY, JK., Surrogate of the County of by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
~y it corporation, executed by all the stockholders | }xsex, this day made, on the application] holders, deposited in my office that 
1 come thereof, which said consent and the record} 4f the undersigned, Administratrix of said FRANK R. HUGHES COMPANY 
of the Oe eae DES po oe are now on file} Geceased, notice is hereby given to the! a corporation of this State, whose principal 
Dn my say TE ST PONY HEREOF J Tr litors of said deceased, to exhibit to the] office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
Judy have hereto se* my hand and ef-| Subscriber under oath or affiffirmation, their] in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
] fixed my offie: al seal, at Trenten claims and demands against the estate of] State of New Jersey (Edward R. McGlynn, 
it ertitied | L.. b 29, Oct. 6, 13 this Twentieth day of July, A.D.,] said deceased, within six months from this | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
Secretary of (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and| date, or they will be forever barred from] upon whom process may be served). has 
. 2 lathe DEPARTMENT OF STATE fifty-five. prosecuting or recovering the same against | complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
rincipa s as > EDWARD J. PATTEN the subscriber Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
} CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 8, 48 on MINNIE FLECKER of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
: oi To all to whom these presents may come, “a MINNIE FLECKER of this Certificate of Dissolution, 
I VAUGH Greeting: L.J.—Sept. 15, 22, 29 $12.80 | HAROLD I. FERTIG, Attorney NOW. THEREFORE. 1 =. 
5 : “Bae. : : . << = ae b F SRE m. I, the Secretary of 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | ————_______ ¥ Clinton Street State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
oy duly authenticated record of the proceed- aynwwre) TICE Newark 2, N. J. Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 7 F ; ‘ene County, | l:d-——Sept. 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13, 20 Fourteenth day of September, 1955, file in 
| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- j ; LCEDERE COUR EY: my office a duly exeented and attested consent 
5.16 | nolders, ee, » C2 otfice thet ai ae Karen a Dated: September 13, 1955] in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
- — : — : EEN CUse SNCS rh . Joan! ESTATE OF CHARLES WESLOW, deceased. | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
t ESSEX COUNTY Ct on of —y State, whose principal M A, sg Ander Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| thereof, which said consent and the record 
tar f LAW DIVISION ‘ at No. (86 Broad Street, i >, 1952, FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | of the proceedings aforesaid — — on file 
Hereby Civil Action A Newark, County of Essex, 1 + and | pxcex, ‘this day made, on the application] in my said office as provided by law. 
on the JUDGMENT of 3 rsey (David E. Bernstein, r I > notice that] of the undersigned, Executor of said IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
Matt f the Applicat ERRIS | De the agent therein and in charge s ed in the afore-| jeceased, notice is hereby given to the have hereto set my hand and af- 
: BOL D for Le ay t issun t thereof, upon whom process may be served). imber and year, reditors of said deceased to ext ibit to the fixed Le official seal, at Trenton, 
id cor f PI TR INA T. DE'PIETRO | bas complied with the requirements of Title said minor, and bseriber under oath or ‘affifirmation their this Fourteenth day of September, 
rs tiff, | Helmix mad 4, Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes s day of October, agente atts ae he estate of | (seal) A.D. a _nousand nine hundred 
rr ’ ae as mse of 5 : preliminary to the issuing y-4 E.S.T., at the ms and demands against the estate 0! and fifty-f 
b 1 | of this ate of Dissolution. - : ‘ oR SS aa aid deceased, within six months from this EDWARD ie PATTEN. 
| ne he NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Roilding Grant Street, | date. or they will be forever barred from Secretary of State. 
OF. J Pet State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby reo peas rage Street, | prosecuting or recovering the same against] L.J.-Sept. 22, 29, Oct. 6 $12.80 
ind af Court ertify that the said corporation did, on the eto. loa is the place Tor! the subscriber. 7 NE a aab 
re L s we day of Se mber, 1955, file in my se ; : n _and where you HAROLD FARKAS BEATE OT ve oat SEAtE 
0 duly exec i and attested consent | ™*! Jose hoes ‘use, if any you have, | WAROLD FARKAS, Attorney Orne ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ting to the dissolution of said cor- | WY sald pra : t be granted. 11 Commerce Street To all to whom these presents may come, 
g i it Or executed by all the stockholders } Y Newark bs, Pe Greeting: 
Notice there eof, which said consent and the record oners Lid. Sept. 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13, 20 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
of = pr re ea ngs af et ie - ae on file ] ( i oe by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
n m3 ° 2 prov vy law. ’ittsburgh 19, Pa. t : 5 ing ’ is 
STIMONY WHEREOF, 1| 1.3.—Sept. 22. 29, Oct. 6 $7.68 cut and ere tis ae ee ag Me eg Be 
fang poe o set my hand and af- —— 2 OF GRACE T. SCHICK, deceased. | piigers, deposited in my office that 
= fixed my official seal, at Trenton, badd e ey hac lant to the order of ADRIAN M. BELCHAN CORPORATION 
. ASO: this Twelfth day of September, | pomame py , pated: September 12, 1955 JR., Surrogate of the County Of] 4 corporation of this State, whose principal 
£ 1] (Seal) <A.D., thousand nine hundred weg yo gl i. WOOD ori known ‘this day made, on the applica office is situated at No. 24 Branford Place, 
= t and fif ive ’ Aleat a VU *aSeC of the undersigned, Executors of : os CH of Ne nce ay ree = 
“ 55 acts ARD ee FOLEY, JR... Surroga 6 na aL pi ceased, notice is "hereby given to the] State of New ‘hen tune “pacer, 
° 5 cret¢ of S EY, JR Surrogate ‘ol € ors of saic cease 0 exhi 4 er : ‘ : ae hee é ; 
« are. ecret ary f State. a D woes ak dit rs of said deceased, to ¢ xhibit to the | being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
A Mi | Sept. 15, 22, 29 t ion 0 anbeerin rs under oath or affirmation, their] ypon whom process may be served). has 
® ‘ Z ‘ : ages sg be le- ms id demands against the estate of]! complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
UDG STATE OF NEW Rey iven to the creditors | .; deceased, within six months from this | Corporations, Gener@l, of Revised Statutes 
i she _.DEPARTMENT OF STATE jit to the subscriber | date, or they will be forever barred from| of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
e the ‘ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION r aff 2 , their claims and] prosecuting or recovering the same against | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
N To all to whom these presents may come, € > of said deceased, | the bseribers NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
- Greeting is date, or they ‘ “THERESA HEIN State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, r prosecuting or JOHN “MERTEI Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- s against subscriber. | ARTHUR W Ww LDERO < , Fifteenth day of September, 1955, file in my 
> yr the voluntary dissolution thereof HAROLD I TRUSCOTT e Ps 7 Ly He : /DEROTTER , Attorney office a duly executed and attested consent 
i animous consent of all the stock- BENJAMIN POTOKER, Attorney Biase bor lane ain a ih ere in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
der vosited in my office t Asics South Orar N. J. poration, executed by all the stockholders 
Z ESEWA CO 3 1..J.—Sept. 29, Oct. 6, 13, 20 thereof, which said consent and the record 
is State, whose principal by perth 99 oO 6. 13 of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
: ati No. 176 South Harrison satin Ons 40s (CCE 2, Ie Dated: September 14, 1955] in my said office as provided by law. 
thi y of East Orange, County of } —————— ———————§— | ESTATE OF CHARLES WEINGART, de- i erage lg. _— at 
Y ! £ x, St New Jersey (Gerald Levy, STATE OF NEW JERSEY ceased nave Rerete se PP ps hPa 3 
rt ‘ es « t s being the agent therein and in charge thereof. RTMENT OF STATE Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. on rift official mae Pg hice: mor 
‘ vid ipon whom process may be served), has I i OF DISSOLUTION FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | (g.a) AD sig a a ts eared 
ALEXAND VAS |} complied with the requirements of Title 14.| To all to whom these presents may come,| Essex, this day made, on the application} ‘"*#!) 4: hy soy Rue Ene: Seer 
Judge, 4 ty Court | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes Greeting of the undersigned, Administrator of said and fifty-five. os 
Sept. 29 $5.64 | of New Jersey. preliminary to the lesuing| WHEREAS. It avnears to my satisfaction. | deceased, notice is hereby given to the EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
= ee = | of this Cer of Dissolution. ne dul ir ge SEF 8 3 > Fa ak Secretaru of State. 
Li 4 »y duly suthe ‘ i record of the proceed- | , rs of said deceased, to exhibit to the Go 29 99 Oc . $12.80 
é lersigned : NOW, THER EFORE, I, the Secretary of | ings for tt voluntary dissolution thereof | «< ril ee atl affiffi ma ser L..J Sept. 22, 29, Oct. 6 ) 
: County Court, | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | sy the uns s consent of all the stock- riber under oath or alliffirmation, thelr |-—Torice TO ABSENT DEFENDANTS 
: ) , a4) | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | holders, depos in my office that claims and demands against the estate of SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
te ‘2 | Seventh day of September, 1955, file in ‘ SALES CO. deceased, within six months from this CHANCERY DIVISION i x COUNTY 
STAHL, witats eth a my office a duly executed and attested censent | a corporatior te, whose principal Ore they (WE be Sotever Nerree oreo) “POCKET NO. F-2332-54 ‘ 
JOSEPH VANCE | in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| office is sit a 308 Main Street, | Prosecuting or recovering the same against} . secon SAVINGS AND IA ‘ASSOCIA- 
JOSEPH VANCKO | poration, Be by all the stockholders | in the Or County of Easex the subscriber. grsnny eg Sepa rO™ ‘ vie Sree mind 
‘ nN | thereof, ch said con t d the recor A, : ounty , sex, OHN SCHREIBER TION, Plaintiff, vs. BURNELL LOWE, 
if | a onsent and t r d/ State o Dats (Ralph N. Solodar JOHN L. HREIBER , se 
E lof the Bhs ecdinea aforesaid are now on fie toe : — teil NN. 8 +} WILLIAM F. NEIS. Attorney his heirs, ete., et als, Defendants. 
ae -at Esq in my aid office as id being the er 1erein and in charge 9 ¢ te Street ’ ¢ (L.S.) 
» t-Law IN TE STIMONY ‘tak nior. 1 | thereof, upor om process may be served).| \., ask NJ State of New Jersey to Burnell Lowe, his 
ield Avenue | have hereto set my hand and af- has complied with the requirements of Title I | : sane aa 99 Oct. 6. 13. 20 heirs, devisees, and personal representatives, 
New J | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | “" pita hea scotalea coh slPbone diene and his, their, or any of their successors 
Ld t. 29, Oct this Seventh day of September,| of New Jersey preliminary to the issuing Titties eee in right, title, and interest; May Lowe, his 
Dated ie | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | of this Certificate of Dissolution. P Dated: September 19, 1955] wife: Mrs. Burnell Lowe, his wife; Louis 
2 = - : : and fifty-five. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ESTATE OF MARY WALBRECHER, de-| Lowe, husband of Gertie’ Lee Lowe; Jobn 
s ) OF DAVID CR AMP T IN deceased ADU AB 5 State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb : , y j f 5 
i | EDWARD J. PATTEN, ¥ ceased Doe, husband of Gertie Lee Lowe, said name 
ant to the order of ADRIAN F Secret of Stat Certify that the said corporation did. on the Pursus . : : ee ; = aes = ane 
IR Si rat f the Count t | ic le ag Ninth day of September, 1955, file in m _Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.J]of John Doe, being fictitious; Oscar Robin- 
JR., § hee of “ plication of | L.J.—Sept. 15, 22, 29 $12.80 a p Rf» a aeaanas deeoen FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of|son, husband of Sarah Lowe Robinson; John 
this —— the appli I iw watiine’ te. thie santnhtaay ct sate cor. | Essex, this day made, on the application] Doe, nusband of Sarah Lowe Robinson, said 
s hereby given sips | ATE OF NEW _ JERSEY poration, executed by all the stockholders} °! the undersigned, Executors of said] name John Doe, being fictitious, defendants. 
fe i. to exhib } DEPARTMENT OF STATE thereof. which said consent and the record deceased, notice is hereby given to the You are hereby summoned and required to 
bash iss ul } CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION of the proceedin aforesaid are now on file| “editors of said deceased, to exhibit to the| serve upon David Castelbaum, plaintiff’s at- 
eae ouer En St ert aa | To all to whom these presents may comeé,| in my xaid office provided by law. subscribers under oath or affirmation, their] torney, whose address is 60 Park Place, 
2 BT c ta ee nf . Greeting IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I] claims and demands against the estate of | Newark, New Jersey, an answer to the com- 
six _m a fre “es is dat , WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. have hereto set my hand and af-| said deceased, within six months from this] plaint filed in a civil action, in which 
BORE Vireo ueere tees eee 2 ee ; r| by duly guthenticated record of the proceed: fixed my official seal, at Trenton.| date, or they will be forever barred from | BARTON SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIA- 
g the same against the scribers. | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof this Ninth day of September, A.D i aaa a pei ieary i 1 PERN 7 
N er A J if ’ -D., | prosecuting or recovering the same against] TION is plaintiff and BURNELL LOWE, 
A 4 S. CRAMTON | by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| (Sep]) one thousand { hundred nd : : Pos : 
5 Di, esi alata Py ¢ . housan nine unar a the subscribers. his heirs, etc., et als. are defendants, pend- 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | hclders, deposited in my office that fifty-five a , 7 : =o ‘ . : a 
4S C. BAKER, Attorney SHORE MANOR HOMES, INC. EDWARD J. P . JOHN HILBERT ing in the Superior Court of New Jersey, 
———- a corporation of this State, whose principal Becretary. of iz _THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | within 35 days after September 29, 1955, 
2 NS ai office is situated at No. 850 Broad Street,|1L.J.—Sept. 15, 22,29 mar a. exclusive of such date. If you fail to de 
pt. 15, 22. 29, Oct. 6, 13 in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 744 Broad Street so, judgment by default may be rendered 
’ ’ ’ State of New Jersey (Aristo Dallavalle, Newark 2, N J. : against you for the relief demanded in the 
Dated: August 30, 1955 | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, eiihinn ahaa D ated : September 7, 1955 | LJ. Sept. 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13, 20 pis ise gy You age = Page Baggy 
; > EF : R. salt |} upon whom process may be served). has| ESTATE O AY ZEAMER, deceased SUPERIOR COURT at eae asia proof of service in duplicate with the - 
I > O cLS: a) deceased. | Psi 4 SUPERIOR F SRSE ; ; : Sta ; » 
Pursuant Py po ae | complied with the requirements of Title 14, Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M cH bdbren ne pli on 7 ae of the Superior Court, State House Annex, 
uR.. 8 ae a Cot mae on Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of a OCKET ¥.< Se ? Trenton, New Jersey, in accordance with 
a ai Surrogate of the County by of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing| Essex, this day made, on the application of sheets tenet KET F-90-55 wee the rules of civil practice and procedure. 
lis day made, on the appl ication o of this Certificate of Dissolution. the undersigned, Executor of said deceased NOTICE LO ABSENT DEFENDANTS The action has been instituted for the 
rsigned, Executrix of said deceased, NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | notice is heroly given to tlie exeditors at (L.S8.) STATE OF NEW JERSEY to J.N.H. purpose of foreclosing a mortgage dated 
s hereby given to the creditors of | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby said deceased ui exhibit ta, tha autaaiiion REALTY CO. INC., a corporation of New] June 1. 1950. made by Burnell Lowe, as 
eased, to exhibit to the subscriber | Certify that the said corporation did. on the| |, eae ee See oaee et Vaca rectal York, and LEWISE REALTY CO. INC. ce pb eran p i B hawt 
=a fs : - ~ 2. under oath or affirmation, their claims and A - ~ mortgagor, ard payable to Barton Savings 
de ath or affirmation, their claims and | Sixth day of September, 1955, file im my] joo onas against ate af sat acecauas a corporation of New York, two of the and Loan Association, a New Jersey Cor- 
against the estate of said deceased, | office a duly executed and attested consent wikia wis caontha Pacstngy ° pers — : defendants. poration, as mortgagee, and concerns real 
ix months from this date, or they | in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| “i (22 SIX montis 'ro ais date, or they YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED AND] ¢state locate 349 Ridgew ‘Ave 
pac : - 1 will be forever barred from prosecuting or | ,, - estate located at #349 Ridgewood Avenue, 
forever barred from prosecuting or | poration, executed by all the stockholders 4 ied R SQUIRED to serve upon Levy, Fenster &| Newark, Essex © . New J hich 
* eae cant ae thereof, which said consent and the record| ‘covering the same against the subscriber. iff’s al Newark, Essex County, New Jersey, whic 
eS net nore ae oscriber. bs ried ” Sauaiitine ataseant@) ake! Waue one GIG IRVING TRUST COMPANY McCloskey, plaintiff's attorneys, whose add-| js recorded in the Essex County Kegister's 
OR« COLEMAN Cf | = of “ss is ; 3 Stree Jewark Sew e <tat Pn Meer ; ‘ 
EHD ER APO ENEL Ie & PEEEDMAN, | in my sald office as provided by law. STETSON & GORMLEY, Attorneys ress is 868 Broad Street, Newark, New Jer-| Uffice in Book 2868 of Mortgages, page 384- 
4: arene es ss ie aii Sit IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1I1j{| 308 Main Street Sets: an answer to the complaint iled in a The said mortgagor, Burnell Lowe, whe 
/ w. have hereto set my hand and af-| Orange, N. J civil action, in which The Connecticut Mutual is also the record owner of said mortgaged 
EXison ramen. fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | L.J.—Sept. 15, 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13 Life Insurance Company, a corporation of| property, died on February 18, 1951, a 
<, N. J. a es 4 this Sixth day of September, A.D., Connecticut, is plaintiff, and J. N. H. Realty] resident of Newark, Essex County, New 
= t. 8, 15, 22, 29, Oct. 6 (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and Co. Inc., a corporation of New York, et als., | Jersey. 
fifty-five. ; Dated: September 7, 1955 | are defendants, pending in the Superior Court You, Burnell Lowe, his heirs, devisees, 
August 31, 1955 EDWARD J. PATTEN ESTATE OF GIUSEPPE FERNICOLA, de- of New Jersey, within 35 days after October] and personal representatives, and his, their 





Dated . 
OF MICHAEL 8S. ROCHE. deceased. Becretary of _ ere. : ceased 13, 1955, exclusive of such date. If you]or any of their successors in right, title and 
t to the order of ADRIAN M. | L-J.—Sept $12.80 Pursuant to 
JR., Surrogate of the County of 2 : FOLEY, JR 
is day made, on the application of | ESTATE OF SUSANNE BABCOCK, an in-| Essex, this day 
ned, Executrix of said deceased, fant . the under i 
FAD TeMTEat aa thas erediineen an NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT notice is 
ised, to exhibit to the subscriber is hereby given that the accounts | said deceased 
or affirmation, their claims and subscriber, Guardian of the estate| under oath or 


rder of ADRIAN M. | fail to do so, judgment by default may be] interest; May Lowe, wife of Burnell Lowe; 
ate of the County of | rendered against you for the relief demanded] and Mrs. Burnell Lowe, wife of Burnell 
on the application of | in the complaint. You shall file your answer| Lowe, are made parties defendant herein, 
tor of said deceased, | and proof of service in duplicate with the] because you may have an interest in said 
the creditors of | ‘lerk of the Superior Court, State House] mortgaged premises by reason of the death 
to the subscriber | Annex, Trenton, New Jersey, in accordance] stated above, of the aforesaid Burnell Lowe, 
their claims and | with the rules of civil practice and procedure. | which said interest is subsequent and subject 
» of said deceased, The action has been instituted for the] to plaintiff's aforesaid mortgage. 
























































zainst the estate of said deceased, | of SUSANNE BABCOCK, an infant, will — nds against 
¥ months from this date, or they udited and stated by the Surrogate and rithin six months fr os date, or they | purpose of foreclosing a mortgage dated March You, Louis Lowe, husband of Gertie Lee 
rever barred from prosecuting or for settlement to the Essex County will be forever ed from prosecuting or]18, 1946 made by the J.N.H. Realty Co. | Lowe, and John Doe, husband of Gertie Lee 
z the same against the sut . Probate Division, on Tuesday, the] recovering the sa ue again nst the subscriber. | Inc., a corporation of New York, as mort-| Lowe, said name John Doe being fictitious, 
‘ “ALICE. G. ROCHE day of October ; _. CARMINE FERNICOLA gagor and payable to The Connecticut Mutual | are made parties defendant, because your 
\N, LAFFERTY & ROWE, > ag go 12, 955. ANTHONY C. BLASI Attorney Li Insurance Company, a corporation of | wife, Gertie Lee Lowe by reason of the 
ys LEONORA C. F AB OCK 1060 3road Street Connecticut as mortgagee and to recover pos-| death stated above of Burnell Lowe, may 
24 ree Street ERNEST L. QUACKENBUSH, Attorney Newark 2, N. as 2 session and concerns real estate located at] be seized of an estate of inheritance in and 
2, Bd, 744 Broad Street | L.J.—Sept. 1 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13 63 Market Street and 306-308 Plane Street, | to an undivided part of the aforesaid mort- 
8, 15, 22. 29, Oct. 6 Newark 2, N. J. ——— in the City of Newark, Essex County, New premises, subsequent and subject to 
—_— L.J Sept. 15, 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13 Dated: September 7, 1955 | Jersey. F ‘s mortgage, and by reason thereof 
Dated: August 20, 1955 | Dated: September 12. 1955 | ESTATE OF THEO THEOHARIS also known _ You, J.N.H. Realty Co. Inc., a corpora- may have a right of curtesy in such 
OF WILLI IAM R. STEPHENS, SR.,| ESTATE OF SAMUEL w ALDMAN, deceas- as THEOHARI K. THEOHARIS, de-| tion of New York, are made a defendant ndivi ided part, subsequent and subject to 

| ceased because you are the obligor on the bond plaintiff” Ss mortgage. 

to the order of ADRIAN M 1 19 order of ADRIAN M. | @xecuted to plaintiff in connection with said You, Oscar Robinson, husband of Sarah 
i Lowe Robinson, and John Doe, husband of 


nant to _the order of ADRIAN M. 1an 
, JR., Surrogate of the County of | FOLEY, JR., Surro 
this day made, on the application of | Essex, this you 
ndersigned, Executrix of said deceased, | the unders 
s hereby given to the creditors of | notice is hereby 
eased, to exhi the subscriber ai ceased, to the subscriber | deceased, to e) 
or affirmation, their ims and or tion, their claims and | oath or affirma 
nst the estate of said deceased, ainst the estate of said deceased, | against the 
mths from this date, or they six months from this date, or they | six months 





sate of the County of | Mortgage and may be liable for any def 

on the application of | eney resulting from a sale of the premises | Sarah Lowe Robinson, said name John Doe, 
cutor of said deceased. | Mentioned and described in the complaint, | being fictitious. are made parties defendant, 
to the creditors of said | 22d also becaus® you may be in possession | because your wife, Sarah Lowe Robinson, 
t » the subscriber under | Of tlhe mortgaged premises or some part| by reason of the death stated above of 
their claims and demands thereof. Burnell Lowe, may be seized of an estate 
said deceased, within You, Lewise Realty Co., Inc., a corpora-|of inheritance in and to an undivided part 

is date, or they will be | tion of New York, are made a defendant | of the aforesaid ged premises, subse- 
ym prosecuting or recover- | because you are the owner and in possession] quent and subject to plaintiff's mortgage, 








R., Surrogate of the County of 
jay made, on the application of 
s ad, Administrator of said de- 

ven 

¢ 

t 















is hereby to the creditors 
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rever barred from prosecuting or be forever barred from prosecuting or| forever barred 
ng the same against the subscriber. overing the same against the subscriber.| ing the same against the subscriber. of the premises mentioned and described in| and by reason thereof you may hgve a right 
THOMAS H. STEPHENS CLAIRE WALDMAN GUS THEOHARIS the complaint. of curtesy in such undivided part, subsequent 
IN & WILDSTEIN, Attorneys HARRY LEVIN, Attorney NICHOLAS SAROS, Attorney Dated: September 16, 1955 and subject to plaintiff's mortgage. 
y Street ; 24 Commerce Street x 45 Commerce Street, I. GRANT SCOTT I. GRANT SCOTT, 
ae: * 3 Newark 2, N.J Newark 2, N. J Clerk of the Superior Court Clerk ef the Superior Court 
8, 15, 22, 29 L.J.—Sept. 15, 22, 29, Ort. 6, 13 L.J.—Sept. 15, 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13 L.J.—Sept. 22, 29, Oct. 6, 13 $24.36 L.J.—Sept. 8 15 22, 29 $38.64 
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Federal Tax Notes 





By Harold Kamens 

BUREAU RULINGS 
Rev. Rul. 55-541: GROSS IN- 
COME DEFINED: Where a cor- 
poration manufacturing office 
equipment leases certain items 
of such equipment to another 
corporation, the lease being 
reality a transfer of equitable 
ownership of the equipment tu 


} 
in 


the lessee, the sum cf the pay- 
ments properly allocable to th: 
Sale price constitutes proceed 
from sale of the equipment by 
the manufacturing corporation. 
Such payments made or to be 
made by the lessee ccrporation 


expenditures, 
deprecia- 
the esti- 


capital 
through 
over 


constitute 
recoverable 
tion deductions 





NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 


17 Academy St., pogeg 2. Ni. J. 
Mltche ada 2-1. 106 
ttorneys only 








ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 
U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 








DAVID MENIST 


€301 - 4th Avenue 
North Bergen, N. J. 
UNion 5-5591 


INVESTIGATIONS 


and 


SERVICE OF PAPERS 











WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 


513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 





| mated useful life of the equip- 





ment. 

Rev. Rul. 55-542: CAPITAL 
EXPENDITURES — GENERAL 
RULE: Where the terms of a 
contract for the lease of certain 
equipment, together with i 
separate contract for financin 
payment to the lesser through 
an insurance comrenrys, clearly 
indicate an intent te ! r 
the ownership of the 2quipment 
to the lessee, the contract is 


for Federal! yme 


to be 


17¢c 


a conditional 


considered, 
tax purposes, 


sales contract. Quarterly pay- 
ments made by the lessee un- 
der the contract are therefore 

T 


‘apital expenditures, recover- 
able through deductions for de- 
preciation over the period of 
the estimated useful life 
equipment purchased. 


of the 


55-547: DISTRIBU- 
CORPORATIONS — 
The 


Rev. Rul. 
TIONS BY 
REDEMPTION OF STOCK: 


redemption by a pig i of 
a portion of its stock he by 
a testamentary trust, in which 
corporation a son of the de- 
ceased held shares in his own 
right, and also had a substantial 
fixed interest as a remainder- 
man under the trust, constitutes 
a distribution essentially equivé 
lent to a dividend under section 
115(@)(1) of the Internal Reve- 
nue Code of 1939. 


Rev. Rul. 55-556: AMOUNTS 
REPRESENTING TAXES AND 


INTEREST PAID TO COOPERA- 


TIVE HOUSING CORPORA- 
TIONS: In de etermining whether 
2ross incon from tenant- 
stockholders ‘ 80 percent or 
more of a corporation’s gross 
income for the taxable year 
during which it changed over 
to cooperative ownership, gross 
income means total gross in- 
come for its entire taxable year, 
both before and after the change 
over 

Rev. Rul. 55-557 CAPITAL 
EXPENDITURES: The amount 
paid by a corporation to obtain 


‘elease from an existing option, 
in order to present a clear and 
free title to its tangible assets 
and property in connection with 
entering into a reorganiza- 
agreement, constitutes an 
additional cost of the tangible 
and property of such 
corporation and should be allo- 
cated among the various assets 
covered by the option. 





+} Y 
t10n 


ee 
assets 








Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regularity 
standing. 
Courts. 
INFORMATION and forms in 


Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Tel. MArket ‘ 2200 | 


Prompt-Ascurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


of proceedings or corporate 


any of the departments at 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 











ROTECTION. 
COMPENSATION 

20c—Employee’s Claim Petition for Compen- 
sation. 

23c—Respondent’s Answer to Employee's 
Claim Petition 

430 CS—Consent Judgment (2 Pages to set— 
Padded 50) 

430 FS—Formal Settlement 
—Padded 50) 
LC—Litigated Case (Before Deputy 

Director) —Padded 50 


DISTRICT COURT FORMS 


4020—Warrant for the Satisfaction of 
Judgment 

4040—Afficavit and Order for Wage Execution 

4050—Summons and Complaint 

4050 Special—Summons and Complaint 
4 Courts 

4060—Notice of Application for Wage Execu- 
tion—with affidavit of service 

4070—Summons and Complaint in Tenancy 

4080—Affidavit of Proof—Non Military 
Service Aff. 


(2 Pages to set 


430 


502 HiGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 





All- ‘State’ s Line of ponebiee Forms 


privileged to cooperate with the New Jersey Bar. 
ilable EXCLUSIVELY TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION and 


sold through stationers or any other retail outlet. 


— Samples and Catalog Sent on Request — 


ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


ALL-STATE forms 


THIS IS FOR 


COURT FORMS 
20—Subpoena—ad_ Testificandum—All 
Courts 
21—Subpoena—Duces Tecum—All Law Courts 
25—Appearance 
26—Stipulation of Dismissal 
30—Summons—County Courts 
31—Summons—Superior Court 
INTERROGATORIES 
420 P.D.—Interrogatcries—Property 
420 P.I.—Interrogatories—Personal 
(4 Pages to set—Padded 50) 
MISCELLANEOUS FORMS 
5—Notes Promissory—book form 
6—Notes Series—book form 
83—Telephone Message Pad 
RE 1001—Comprehensive Real Estate Listing 
Form 
1510—Statement of Closing Title 
3520—Attending Physician's Report 
3540—Series Notes. 4 on page (with endorse- 
ment clause) 
3610—Annual Report by a Domestic Corp. 
3620—Power of Attorney 


Law 


Damage 
Injury 


Phone MArket 4-5577 





—— 


The Monitor Looks 
At Lawyers 


One of the 
Spapers, the Christian 
Monitor, published in its 
August 26 an analytical 
the attitude of the 
profession toward public 
It was written by 
Sperling, Jr. of the 
staff, who was assigned 
the 78th annual meet- 
ABA in Philadelphia 
Under the heading 
the Public Eye” 
in part: 
serious side of the 
hanged little with 
S; nor is it suggested 
been a change the 
judic restrained ap- 
proach to life The change 
at last we have it- the 
almost overnight shift of the 
lawyers’ attitude toward pub- 
licity and public relations 
“Yesterday—-four or five 
ago—the lawyers were 
believers. Today, seeing in 
aevices a ns I 


means oO! 
the public 


nation’s 
new 
Science 
issue of 
rticle 


legal 


a on 
re le ations. 

Godfrey 
Monitor 
to cover 


ine of 


1] the 
last month. 
“Lawyers in 
Sperling wrote 

“The law- 
] the 
that 


1as in 





lawyer’s 


is 





years 
non- 
such 
important 


on the 








functions of lawyers and the 
courts, the lawyers have finally 
riven public relations an en- 
thusiastic endorsement 
The coolness toward the press. 
has ended as the legal profession 
has come to see that it is to its 
idvantage to better its rela- 
ti ns with the public So it 
was at Philadelphia, for the first 
time, that the American Bar As- 
sociation has been able to pre- 
sent a solid front of public 
aN 
ladelphians may 
ni ve ‘ed any particular 
ch in the lawyers, it can be! 
with certainty that the! 
American Bar Association no- 
ticed the good folks here. From 
op leaders to its thousands of 


he ABA now 


of the public.” 

N.Y.U. Instructor Says 
Lawyers Poorer Writers 
Than Doctors 


memopers 


aware 


Lawyers are poorer. writers 








than doct ors and most other; !XFURMATION Is RRQ ESTED AS TO 
: 2 7 j y V ie by Fanny 
prolessional ’ ople, according 1. f W se] ex BArclay 7-2574 PLainfield 5-831 
to : nstructor at New|; sth. Street, us'sex | SAMUEL K. PEARSON 
Yor! nhiversity Division of 2 CONSULTING METEOROLOGIST 
General Edu ication i SCHWEN + Wit $0 Yrs. N.Y. & NJ t 
The NYU instructor, George: , Be Sh z 1217 South End Parkway 
Britt, who has been both a}> \ i Plainfield, N. J. 
writer and an attorney, says : sai 39 Cortland St, Room 1916, N-¥.C 
that lawyers do not write welli, = 
: : ee from 8:10 to 9:55 p. m. on Wed- | = 
because they lack editorial ent pO = 47 P + — = 
ind supervision | nesdays at the University’s OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIBNCE 
nd su nicht Ss 2 : 
most other profes- | Was! net on Square Ce nter. A P PRAISER 
sional people—doctors for ex-| A member of the Ilinois bar REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
a Ses cae me ~“" | Mr. Britt was for many years a ESTATES, TRWeariAuce Thy. 
ple—generally write for an}. 4 2 FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
editor, the only editorial limi- | TePotter for the New York World — 
VS? Sa ae Serie et ae | Telegram. He has written several M. R. LANES 
tations faced by the lawyer are ‘ha : 200 OLIVER ST.. NEWARK 5, N 
mere se ae bi books and numerous magazine - 4: ae ee 
those of his conscience,” Mr. | uhtatiae ; MArket 3-1119 
Britt contends. “Legal writing is, * — aa — 
usually burdened with excessive 
wordage and therefore often [| COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION OVER 20 YEARS EXPERIENCE 
lacks clarity,” he adds. || BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE APPRAISERS 
“Lawyers deal with words & SIGLER Personal property for Inheritance Tax 


than do most professionals, 
and perhaps that why they 
it difficult to be brief when 


more 


1S 





rit opinions, legal docu- 

en and correspondence.” 

Mr. Britt advises lawyers who} 
wish to improve their writing to 
Study the news columns of the 
better daily newspapers. He also 
cites the bible as a model for, 
good writing. 

This fall at NYU Mr. Britt will 


conduct a class in “Effective 
Writing for Lawyers,” in which! 
he will contrast cumbersome | 
legalistic verbiage with examples 
of good writing from such, 
masters as Holmes, Cardozo, and [ 
Hand. The curriculum also in- | 
cludes practical exercises in 


letters, research re- 
ports, trial briefs, and legal ex-- 
The class will meet ; 


memoranda, 











Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 











major 


is keenly | 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | 





Bac 


Pr 





CLAIM ADJUSTER 


ied man for 
tion wh 
, an excellent 
efits with a 


eking a a ial 


Pp posi 






ompany 
LL.B. attorney prefe rred. 
it 6-10200 or apply in 


ALLSTATE 
INSURANCE wing 


. Murray Hill, 


Mountain Ave., 











educating ! 





ATTORNEY ADMITTED 1950, EXCELLE 








tNAL | MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, 
hae PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 





AW I 
Book 

















;| Robert J. Gallione 
Detective Agency 
DIVORCE - CIVIL - CRIMINAL 


INVESTIGATIONS 


17 WARREN ST., BERGENFIELD, N. J. 


DU 4-5088 


WANTED TO PURCHASE — 














||] LICENSED BONDED 


| Hanus Detective Agency 


|| Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 











CREDIT REPORTS: 


os || NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


|} WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
a 


WIRE: Union, N. J. 





Sti (ee 





—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


‘| SARASOHN & CO. 
oe FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 

















| Fire Adjusting 


SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 

















| 
= IRVING M. MINION 
al Associated Adjusters 

24 Commerce St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2-5632 











1 __ INFORM! ATION WANTED 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 






































OF INSURED PROPERTY L@SSES 
34 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. 
= Prescott 9-0362 





ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS - 


and Insurance purposes 
WALTER L. BUSH APPRAISAL CO 
Barbara A. Bush 
Robert Treat, Newark, N.J 
Mitchell 


Hotel 














a 
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| 


| 





| Lawyers 


Clinton 













AGENCIES IN: 





MorristowN @ NEw 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 





TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 


TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serving New Jersey Organized 1928 


CAMDEN @ FREEHOLD ® HACKENSACK 


Brunswick ¢ Toms RIVER 


22-0654 ene 


















\; 
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3 | 








